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Aud 25, 


The Athenian Mercury: 


Guelaay, Func 21. 1692 


Queft. 1. 


Chrifts Righteou{ne{s in Fuftification ? 


An{w. The Queftion hatha double meaning: It may 


intenda Work as a requifite means or condition of our 
being juflifed for Chrifts Righteoufnels ; or elfe thac 
Works are mer itorious of Jultiication, asthe Ris shit eoul- 


nels tor which we are jultified. If the Queriit intend 
the rt {t, we aniwer, 

I. Mr. WwW. doth with all found Proteftants athrm, 
That men muft repent and believe, or they cannot be 


juftiied 5 and its by Gods Ordination, that Repentance 
a Faith mut thus concurr w ath Chrifts Righteoulaels. 
This he proves Ch. 8. 10, 12. in op potitionto Dr. Crijp’s 
unicriptural conceits, that Go . hath no more to lay to 
the Charge of an Elect perfon when molt icked, than 
toa Saint in Glory, and thatthe E} lect are as much oa 
fiedinthe Womb asever. If cur Judgment be of weigat 
vith the Propoier of thefe Queftions, he may fina it 


in our Mercury Decemb. 26. 1691. wherein, as we ‘flere 

the imputation of Chrifts Righteoulrels, fo we alarm, 
. ° 1 

that by the Law of Faith, er the Gofpel, Faith 1s a 


ie ' , . 
and this Law of 
a fincere Obe- 
el, .y lag: 

tne 1.0L a, 


required means of our Jullitication, 
Faith ts oppoted to th le rigid moral Law, 
dience be; ng ac by the Gof; pel, whereas 

diipenfatton required that which was pertect, ?g’c. and 
that God accepzed Faith inftead of a pericet Ruy ite 
nels or Obedience, and that Faith includes Obed: lence, 
and that geod Works are of the Effence aud Perfecti- 
on of Faith, and chit we are to obta) a ihare in Curifis 
Righteoutnets by thofe meai s before | preici 1bed,uz. Fait! 
and Obe die: ice 


be bel al 


Ul py ted 


uf- 


_ Ifthe Sence of the OueTior be, Whetuer Mr. #7 
afflerts chat the Works o!} ‘ ja concurr with the 
Righteoulnefs of Crit gouay wal meritorious, Or as 
the Ri freoutaels fo: Walch we sce puitrfie cs We an. 
fwer, taat Mr./#%. doth in tic plainett “words deny fr, 
and fo very frequently ati. the c ry, as ii ne 
would fhame hss moft Iguvrant out or iis Afne rfion. 
See his own words te 102. Never There 1s a Righte- 
oulnels for + "hi ha Ma ) isjultined, Th's uy Chrifts 
Righteoutnefs : iis is the Foundation rhe promiie, 
and the merit of the Ble fing pron! Ned: Nothing can 


tis tufficient, and alone 
gutle, and meritac- 

con ifidered, Whiat 
hom this mercy 


with 1c, 


add toit, or mirgle \ 

fufiicient to fatisiie Jal e, atone tor 
ceptance and lie. 2. There isto be 
the Condition of the Perfon 14 to Ww | 
(viz. Juftification ) is promiled. He is one that hath 
the Grace rite Faith, and exerts it 1ato Aét, 
This Grace is alfo re alba and commanced as indif- 


- , 


peaialy ne etlary to forgivenets, Chrifts Righteoulnets 
faail not be imputed unlels we beheve, aad nothing 
fhall hinder oui oT itle to tits beneh ity if we do bell ieve 
in Chritt, for the irom} te 1S j inv 10] able. And this Fait 
being a conformity to the Rule of the Promife, fake 
cailit a tih: dinate > Righteouinels, not meaning any 
Riesreoufaels for which Sin is forgiven. for itis Chrifts 
Rizhceoufiiers alone for which God juftifies us; but its 
Our antwering tuat rule by which Chrift applyeth his 
Righteoufnels for our remillion, and a right to Lite, 
and his promife is the ground of our T itle, - 104. If 
Chriits Righteoutneis could be applyed tor p irdonto 
the vile Sinner betore he believes, it would juttifie him, 
but God hath declared ie fiaali not be applied to Uabe- 
HeVvers 

Que. 2. Whether Mr. We dith not onpole the received 
Ovinisn of Poteltancs of F: “tif. ation by Chrijts imputed rizh- 
teouinelr, when firms inthis Preface, that the Rizhtesu{- 
nels of God. Phil. 3. 9. principully intenis the Golpel holi- 
neis of aper(on jusiified by Chris Kigbeeoulnels ? 


Anjo. Mi. #. is ase xpreis for Ji a ification by Chrifts 
impited Kegieoulnels as any ‘om >roteltant. It’s a 
weftion from any Man chat reads but this para 

hence the Objection 1s vail d. After Mr. had 


lao 
lin 


§rapi id 


7 Hether Mr. Williams, in bis Book declared the neceflity of Faith to Juftification, and of fin- 


called Gofpel Truth ftated, do's nor 
fet up works in Concurrence with 


cere holinefs to Salvation, by the fan&tion of the Go- 
Ipel ; He adds, Still remembring that the merits of Chrift 
are the Caute of this Gofpel Ordination, his Righteouf- 
nefs imputed is the caufe for which we are juftified and 
faved, when we do anfwer the Gofpel Rule: AndI ex- 
clude not this Righteoufhefs, when I affirm, that the 
Righteoufnefs of God principally intends the Gofpel 
holinefs of a perfon juftified by Chrifts Right one 
both which by faich in Chrift all his Members thal! b 
perfect in. Is not imputed Righteouinels owned by him, 
yea, doth not he atteft thisto be the caufe of Jultifica- 
tion, when Faith is no more than a conformity to the 
Gofpel rule of its siagery’ He hath fet this Truth 
in a full light, p. 39, » 43) 104, P. 39. hefaith, That 
befides thete efte “ts (74 Pardon and a right to Life ) 
beiag made ours, the very Righceoutnels of Chritt is im- 
puted to true Believers, as what was always undertaken 
alvation, and is now effectual to 


and defizgned for thei: 
their actual p ardon om 4 acceptance to life; yea, is pleas \- 


V“ 


aie by thomas their fecurity, and {s as nteful to their 
happinefs, as 1i chemfelves had done and fuffered what 
Chri did. ‘ut the Qe “it may think i. Mr. W, 


he faith ot P! 


contidler 


what ya 3- . This jea- 


-4s —for he faying 


contr adicts , this 1 11) ' 


loufie is over, 1f we wi 


its the Gofpel Holinefs of a p.rion jultified by Chri ifts 
Righteoutnels, plainly fuppofeth the perfon juftified, 
and pooh by Chrifts Righteoufrets, and not by chis holi- 


ne's, o hich predicates of the forme: as its fubjeét. So 
teat inftead of fay! ng we are juftified 1 by this Goipel ho- 
linels, a and not by imputed Righteoufnefs, he faich the 
contrary, and that tiis holinets referrs not to Juftificati- 
op, but tothe Perfon juftified. 

Quett. 3. Wherher Mr. W. bath not in ravifbing this 
Text } from a prooj of it, robbed the People of God of one of the 
fir St Ferre! is in she Crown of Chrift, by denying the Righte- 
oi {nels Go: by Faith there, tobe she Righteou{ne/s of Chrift 
ii patel t0 rhe Elect ? 

Anfw. We have feen already that Mr. W”. doth not rob 
wien of the unputed Righteouinets of Cirift, yea, tho 
he juftly denies it is imputed ro the Ele@ ltt the 

ire Wo elievers, yet he oft affirms chat God hach de- 
creed, and Chrift hath undertaken, that all the Elea fliali 
believe and fo obtain Juftification by Chrift. The fe- 
vere Charge in the Quettion is reduced to this, that ne 
hath ravifhea this Text from being a proof for imputed 
Righteouinets to Jultification. But conlider Mr. W's 
words, and its plaiu he doth not fo much as tt is, yea he 
argues it a maajort. He faith, I do not exclude this Righ- 
teoulnefs, when (Hc. yea he plainly includes it, for lie 
faith it is the holinets of a | gerion juftif ied by ‘Chrifts 

ishteoulnels, and this he intends not only but orincie 
Its true, he makes the Righteoulns his of 


mw 
aaky 


efs whic! 
God to be more chan t t} ne Righteonutnels ofc hriff as impu- 
ted to jt iftifcation, but he e doth not make ar acaintt 
that: And fo he addsa confider rable Jewel, for | 
fents Pant to peak thu: > I difdain all my Ph sarifaical 
Right eoutirels, and defire not to have my Glorious State 
contributed to by One jot thereof, I wot ud | be always, 


. yer Dre 
, 


‘pecially at Judgment, and in the Heavens, foun din 

prift a livingMember juftified by his Righrecufnofs and 
per tegted l ion Gi ai pel holinef iS lyy hi 1S in Auenc -e, V wh n pers 
te cy olinefs, as well as Juf Rifas ion, 1S a Righvecuthe ls 
which is of God by Fath; and 1 had obtained neither in 


my unconverted State, b: It borh are merited by Chrif, 


and contri v'd,betowed, and effected by theGrace of Gar, 
and {fo makes up inall reipec Me tha tighteoufnels which 
isof him by Faith. Ifany will confine ine Text to Jufi - 
fication enly, as Zanchy a many tarmer Autho.s do, 
Mr. W. icaves it in its fil force, ta “gh he thinks S- 
Paul would be found in Chiff, folds ing pertect Sancti- 
fication as well as jute cation : » he adds to the 
force of the re for if all ~ ean be the 
hk ight eoul(nels which ys ot God by ie M» and not by the 
Law, much more is our Fu8ifcation fo. We need not 
2"3 


4.4 


wee the Learned, that many Proteftants of great 
Name deny that this Text fpeaks at all of Chrifts impu- 


‘d righteoulnefs. 
» Ie f juftice to Mr. W. anda Plea for our Refufal to 


Anfwer any future Queftions concerning his Book, g 
give a Specimen of his Proof of his Interpretation of chis 
Text, which we find ch. 19. D. Crifp had affirmed that 
the Faith, Love, and fincere Holinefs of Believers are 
not only imperfect, but are really dung, filthinefs, rot- 
tennets, mortal Poifon, and what not ? from Phil. 3.8. 
Mr. W allows, that compared with Chrift’s Righteouf- 
nefs they fhuu'd be eftecmed as Dung: But juttly de- 
nyes that the Graces and fincere Holinets cf selievers 
are included in thofe things which the Apoft’e counted 
Dung, but that they were his Jewifh Privileczes, Pha- 
rifaical Righteoufnefs, and Secular Advantages, and thete 
he oppofed to that Righteoufnefs which 1s of God by 
Faith. Among many Arguments which his Paraphrate 
on the Chapter contains, take thefe : The Apoftle would 
not renounce as dung that Gofpel-Holinefs which in v. 3. 
he oppofeth to his Jewith Attainments, whica he couint- 
ed Lofs for Chrift, v.7- The righteoufnets which ts of 
the Law, which he refufeth, v. 9. muft be the fame as 
that inv. 6. of which he faith, Touching the Righteouf- 
ne(s which is in the Law, blainelets 5 on this Mr. //. de- 
clares, it could not be finiefs Obedience or Innocency, 
implying that then Chrift would have been needleis to 
him ; neither could it be fincere Obedience which Paul 
intended, implying, that it was impoflible Pu in his 
aor was a Nathaniel, or an upright Perfon, who 

y the Covenant of Grace, as exhibited to the Jews be- 
fore the Coming of the Meffias, was in a State of Life 
and Holinefs, as all fincere Ifraelites muft be; whereas 
Paul was in aa Unconverted prophane State, or he had 
not Blafphemed and Periecuted Chriit; he was not a 
godly Man, tho’ he anfwered the Jewifh falfe Notion 
of Righteoufnefs ; and this being his own Righteoutnefs 


by the Law, inv. 6. it cannotin v. 9. include fincere 


Holinefs as the Righteoufnels by the Law, which he 
would not have. He adds, that Gofpel-Holinefs is not a 
Righteoufnets of the Law, nor could the Law efteét it, 
but it’s from God by Faith: Our Hearts are purified by 
Faith, in Chrift we are Created to good Works, wc. 
and therefore cannot be oppofed to that Righteoutneis 
which is of God by Faith. Again, the Apoftle defires 
and ftrives to have this Gofpel-Holinets pertected, v. 10, 
11, 12, 13,14. yea, his Defires after Holinefs are ex- 
prefled by Terms noting the utmoft Importunity ; as 
if by any means, 1 follow after, reaching forth, I pre{s to- 

ards: Are notthele things very untuitable towards a 
Righteoufnels which he would not have ? and agreeable 
to that Righteoufnefs he would have ? Nay, the Apottle 
bewails the prefent imperfection of Gofpel-holinets, fay- 
ing, Not as tho I bad already attained, or were already per- 
fett, &c. if this were the Righteonfnefs, he would not 
be found in Chrift to have, his Complaints were need- 
lefs, that he had fo little of it; yea, were it only Jufti- 
fication by Chrift’s imputed Righteoufnefs which he de- 
fired to have, he that was already juftified thereby, could 
not fay, Not as tho I bad already attained, either were al- 
ready perfect, I count not my felf to have apprehended, &c. 
From many other fuch Confiderations, Mr. MW. might in- 
terr, without a Rape on the Text, that this Righteoutf- 
nefs which is of God by Faith, includes the perfect Con- 
formity to Chrift in Holinets of a Perfon juftified by 
Chrift’s Righteoufnefs ; without this a Saint 1s not per- 
tect, this 1s defigned for all the Perfevering Members of 
Chrift ; and as Chriftianity infpired the Apoftle with 
thefe Defires, fo it was apt and effectual to his obtain- 
ing thereof. 

Queft. 4. Whether Mr. W. doth not make the Apoflle con- 
tradi himfelf, in faying be defired to be found in his Gofpel- 
Heline{s, but not in bis own Righteoufaefs ? 

An{w. The Apoftle by Mr. Ws Sentiments agrees with 
himfelf, tho’ the Queftion agrees not with the Text: 
The Apoftle doth fay, I defire to be found in Chrift, which 
is not the fame with being found in Heline{s: The Texe 
iaith, Not having my own Righteoutnels which is of rhe 
Law: This which is of the Law, oppoleth it to that Holi- 
nefs which is of God through Faith The Righteoufnefs 
which is of the Law was bis own, as oppoied to the 
Grace of God, the Gofpel-Holinefs was to be his own, 
by the Grace of God ; fo that the Apoitle is verv con- 
fiftene with himfelf, while he is put to fay, I defire to 
be found in Chrift my Head, not having that Pharifai- 
cal Righteoufnefs of mine, which is fo oppofite to Chrift, 


ica he count- 


but having that perfe€& Holinefs which is of God the 
Author of it, and which will render all the Juftified 
compleatly happy. Can the Querift doubt, that Paul 
had an inherent Righteoufnefs whereby he was holy, as 
well as an imputed one whereby he was juftified? or 
will he donbt but the Apoftle would be found in Chrift, 
having this inherent righteoufnefs > tho’ he would not 
have his Jewifh Righteoufnefs to hinder his being found 
in Chiilt, yea, to render him void of Gofpel-Holinefs 
alfo. Sure it’s no Contradi&tion to fay, 1 would not be 
a Carnal Jew, but I would be a juftitied and perfectly 
fanétified Chriftian. 

Queft. 5. Whether Mr. W. by what he fays of Phil. 3. 9. 
does not fall in with the Quakers, who hold a Chriftian’s 
Light within to be bis Chrift? and doth not he affront the 
Rightetit{ iels of God ? 

An{w. Had Mr. W. faid the Holinefs of Saints isan 
increated Holinefs, he had talked as a Familiit or Qua- 
ker ; lvut it’s beyond our Skill to difcern, thet becante 
he affirms that the Gofpe!-holinefs of a juitied Perton 
is a righteouinefs which is cf God, as t! river, pur- 
chafer, giver and worker, that therei that Holinels 
is God himf{e!f, or the Perion of Chritt. 
will be guilty of this Charge, if he think 
righteoutnefs of God is that which is im: 
in Juftification ; and it’s little below 
to fay, that the Mediatorial R: if 
Jy ia Believers, becaufe it ruced fo as to produce 
faving Advantages. It's trvz, they Juftined for 
Chrifts Righteoufneis, but they are cenominated jut 


Che Queriit 
s the effential 
ted to Men 
me Charge, 
1s fubjeétive- 


from their own Holinefs, which is merited and given by 
Chrift. They ave never efteemed by God to do and 
fuffer what Chrift did, the’ God appointed Chrift to doe 
and fuffer for them, that they might be pardoned and 
faved thereby. As Mr. W. is tar from Cuaxeriim, fo 


; ne . he, Bia cn a er can! 5. oy SS, 
his afront to God’s Riehteoufne!s remains invifible, the 
- ‘a? eh theta tiaa on D lnmtcmmtiec se eexitenan +: 
he faith, that perres fea U< tf Ci-DOUHElS | Mmciwaed mn 
that Righteoulne!s which is of God. Is not Gofdel-holinefS oft 
called Righteoulnels ? isit not thar which 1s of God ? who merit- 


ed it, but Chrifi? who bettows it, belides God ? who works it, bug 
the Holy Spirit ? and the seneral parts of it ere called the Fruit: of 
the Spirit, with reipe& to which, and the Contormity of it to the 
Nature of God, it‘s called his Holinef, Heb. 12.°9. the Divine Na- 
ture, the Life of Chrift; yea, ©o not we read that every one that 
doth righteou!nelfs is Bor# ef Ged #@ and, the Wrath ot Man worketh 
not the Righteoufre!s of God ? On feveral fuch Conficeratior 
+. licnours the Righteoulnefs of God, wiien he 
holinefs thercto, and allows room in the Apoftles defires for it, as 
orimpunity, and fure it's pleafing to God, when by Furth 


in Chrif rnictt for that time, when Eph.5. We fial! be 


aicilocs GO 


well as | 
we are c 
presented by him a glorious Church, without any Spoi or wrinkle, or any 
Such thing, but that it fhould be Loly and without blemish, which re- 
terrs to our {anctiication. 

Quelt. 6. Whether Mr. W. dealt 
nent Divines, in caufing their Hands given} 
Book, 10 be prefixe before his Preface, when ibey never jaw the fad 
Preface, and will not fay with Mr. W. that the Rightcoufne 
by Faith, which the ipoftle defir'd to be founding was 
Holine? ? 

Anfo. Mr. W.doth not fay the Apoftie delired to be fown 


. 7 7 ’ - 
fairly oy wWortheruy with feveral emie 


og . > ay 
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Gofpel-holinefs, but to be found in Givi, having Golpel-Holi : 
and asto Juftification, he would be found in Chiift putiifed tor his 


bail 

imputed Righitcouinefs, and fo comprehends the full Effects of Unie 
on with Chrift, and the perfected benefits of his Mediation. Nei- 
ther doth it appear he dealt unfairly with the Divines, in fetring 
their Names before his Pretace, for their Teltmony Is to the Truihs 
and Egrors fiated as fuch in the Treatife ; and had it not been fo, 
he nmught be induced thereto by the i:eok he Contutet!), where he 


faw the Names of Divines fet inthe Front cf Dr. C:itd‘s Works, 


.who only witnefled to the Honefly of his Son in Publithing a tew 


Sermons in the end of that Book. To acd no more 
Eminent Divines, ( yea, all whofe Thoughts have been ¢ 
do agree to the Pretace of 3Mr. #¥‘s Book, now thatt 
it ; and how little doth this one objected Clau’e afieS the Preface 
or Book, tho it {cems to be the defion of the Querif! to b] 


quired ) 


repute and ule of the whole, by Queftions concerin 
comes in but cccafionally and reracte!y 

Quel, 7. In brief, I defire yory 
mentioned Boob of Mr. Wijliams‘s ?. 


Oc 
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Anfr. We have receiv'd feveral Qt flions ( fome of which are 
here Antwered ) about this Book, which hands the bef! and wort 
of Arguments that can be, therefore we fhall fairly reprefent the 
Book and our Opision to the Queftion. Whofoever has the ¢ re 
fityto be intormed of the eround of Errors, LlaSbremiesy the ° 
Efrine of Devils, the excluding Faith, Repentance, Piasers, as need! jj 
the turning the Grace of God into @ Liber!y of finnins, by delive: Ag 
Doctrines and Scriptures in fuch am UOniound forra of words, that 
it would alm«{t deceive the Elect, and thereby advances fad! - 
yond any Doétrine of Mr. Hobs, &c. let them read the Arein 
one of the Antagonilts: The Boo! is worthypernu{l oj 
the Antidote which is annexed to each Aronment, and 
ver our Opinions that Mr. Willicms has without Paflon, | > 

- learnedly and folidly, eftablifhed the Treth, with ix - 
tyand Criticilm, upon many Texts. 
ADVERTISE MEN T. 
CP THe Life of the Reverend My. Brand, with his Pu ! Sermon, 
Written by Dr. usnnefly, will be Publibt n rAd Py 
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